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Although legislators generally do not envisage persons other
than subjects of the forum., a divorce not granted to domi-
cillaries or nationals is not granted to foreigners. Religious
and ethical reasons, as well as respect for the judicial institu-
tions of the forum, motivate this rule. The rule? which was
observed in France until divorce was reintroduced in 1 884,173
is in force in Spain,114 Italy (with short interruption^ how-
ever, much noticed during the preparation for the Hague
Convention),175 Brazil,176 Argentina (though with consider-
able opposition),177 and probably everywhere in the countries
mentioned in the previous paragraph.

By an analogous rule, foreigners cannot obtain any form of
limited divorce unknown to the forum. Whatever type of
judicial separation short of complete dissolution of the mar-
riage ties may be prescribed by the national law, no form of
separation not provided by the law of the forum is granted,
Where, for instance, no divorce other than absolute divorce
is allowed, it is not possible to obtain any limited kind of
separation. These principles, not so natural as they sound, as
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